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ficient." "That/'saidhe, " is not the law." I asked what
was the law. He pointed to the provision already mentioned.
"That," said I, "merely requires me when masters are
appointed to select civilians, not naval officers. Some of
the trades have but five, or six, or eight, or ten men. No
masters are required in those cases. It would be a useless
expense to have masters when not wanted." This he
admitted, and wanted to know how many men required
a master. I said none were really necessary at this time,
but some may be convenient. He still insisted that I was
obliged to appoint masters for each of the several trades
and wished me to give him a line to the Attorney-General
for an opinion. This I declined. Told him I understood the
law without making an inquiry in any quarter. He still
pressed me for a letter, and I still declined, but told him he
could, if he wished, converse with the Attorney-General.

He said he had seen that gentleman already, but he de-
clined to give an opinion without a written request from
me, and he (Banks) now asked it of me. The request was
almost in the nature of a demand. I, however, continued
to refuse, but told him I had no objection to conversing
with the Attorney-General when I saw him.

He left in ill temper. Said he should remain in Washing-
ton until he accomplished his object.

July 30, Thursday. General Banks called again to-day.
Said in reply to the usual complimentary inquiry as to his
health that he was weary. Wanted to get away, but could
not until there was some understanding in regard to navy
yard appointments, but he now wished specially to know
whether there was to be a change of Naval Constructor.
He wanted Hart to be sent to some other yard, and
Hanscom ordered to Charlestown. I required some cause
for detaching Hart, who is discharging duties faithfully
and satisfactorily, without complaint from any one but
him, and he did not pretend that Hart was delinquent as
a constructor. [I said] that, as regards Hanscom, he had